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All Participants: 

(1) Gay Ann Soahn, Assistant Examiner . 

(2) Michael Safavi. Primary Examiner . 
Date of Interview: 22 February 2006 



Status of Application: Pending 

(3) Attorney Lawrence E. Crowe , 

(4) . 

Time: • 



Type of Interview: 

^ Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes 13 No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part L 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

Claims discussed: 
Claims 11 and 20 

Prior art documents discussed: 

Newly found prior art cited on attached Notice of References Cited (PTC-Form-d92), in particular, U. S. Patent No. 5, 673, 638 to 
Keeton and U.S. Patent No. 4,461,598 to Flechs 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 
See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability, 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiners 
Spahn and Safavi called Attorney Crowe to tell him that independent claims 1 1 and 20 were no longer considered 
allowable because of newly found refereces, in particular, U.S. Patent No. 5,673,638 to Keeton and U.S. Patent No. 
4,461,598 to Flechs. However, neither the reference to Keeton nor the reference to Flechs disclosed or suggested 
that subject matter of claim 12 and the examiner suggested that the case could be placed In condition for allowance by 
amending independent claims 1 1 and 20 to include the subject matter of canceled claim 12, to amend claim 13 to 
change its dependency from claim 12 to claim 1 1, to cancel withdrawn claims 21-23, and to correct a typographical 
error in claim 17. Attorney Crowe agreed to these changes to place the case in condition for allowance. . 



